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NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FEDERAL  INSECTICIDE, 
FUNGICIDE,  AND  RODENTICIDE  ACT 

Nos.  451-485 


The  following  notices  of  juclgineut  relate  to  eases  arising  in  the  United  States 
District  Courts  and  are  approved  for  publication  as  provided  in  section  6  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (7  U.S.C.  135d). 

B.  T.  Shaw, 
„,.  _  Administrator. 

T\  ASHijfGTOx,  D.C.,  Julu  23,  1964 

451.  Lack  of  legistration  and  misbranding  of  "GREEN-ACRES  4%  IPC-GYP- 

SUM."  U.S.  V.  135  eighty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled 
in  part  "GREEN-ACRES  4%  IPC-GYPSUM."  Consent  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  release  under  bond  for  purpose  of  relabeling.  (IF  &  R 
No.  413.     I.D.  No.  39925.)  ^       ^       • 

The  product  "GREEN-ACRES  4%  IPC-GYPSUM"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  and  its  label  failed 
to  bear  an  ingredient  statement. 

On  September  27,  1961,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon, 
acting  upon  a  report  hy  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
13.3  eighty-pound  hags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "GREEN-ACRES 
4%  IPC-GYPSUM,"  at  Athena,  Oregon,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an 
economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  February  29, 
1960,  hy  Greenacres  Gypsum  Co.,  from  Austin,  Wash.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  label  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or.  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement 
giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

Greenacres  Gypsum  Co.,  Austin,  Wash.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product 
and  reque.sted  its  release  under  hond  pursuant  to  the  act  and  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  November  1,  1962,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  under 
such  bond  for  the  purpose  of  relabeling. 

452.  Misbranding  of  "SBT-12  HOSPITAL  ANTISEPTIC  SPRAY,"  "SBT-12  AN 

ANTIMICROBIAL  AGENT  FOR  TEXTILES,"  and  "SBT-24  MULTI- 
PURPOSE HOSPITAL  DISINFECTANT  CLEANSER."  U.S.  v.  739  one- 
pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "SBT-12 
HOSPITAL  ANTISEPTIC  SPRAY,"  10  fifty-five  gallon  drums,  more  or 
less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "SBT-12  AN  ANTIMICROBIAL  AGENT 
FOR  TEXTILES,"  and  35  one-gallon  jugs,  more  or  less,  of  a  product 
labeled  in  part,  "SBT-24  MULTI-PURPOSE  HOSPITAL  DISINFECT- 
ANT CLEANSER."  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under 
bond  for  purpose  of  relabeling.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  4S3.  I.D.  Nos.  42510, 
42511.  42512.) 
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An  examination  of  the  products  showed  that  their  labeling  bore  statements 
which  were  false  and  misleading. 

On  October  1,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  739  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part, 
"SBT-12  HOSPITAL  ANTISEPTIC  SPRAY,"  10  fifty-five  gallon  drums,  more  or 
less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "SBT-12  AN  ANTIMICROBIAL  AGENT  FOR 
TEXTILES,"  and  35  one-gallon  jugs,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part, 
"SBT-24  MULTI-PURPOSE  HOSPITAL  DISINFECTANT  CLEANSER,"  at 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons  which 
had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  March  15,  May  11,  August  9  and 
August  10,  1962,  by  Lever  Brothers  Company,  from  Edgewater,  N.J.,  in  violation 
of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "SBT-12  HOSPITAL  ANTISEPTIC  SPRAY" 
was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the 
statements : 

"S  B  T  -  12 
HOSPITAL  ANTISEPTIC  SPRAY 
KILLS  STAPHYLOCOCCI  ON  CONTACT 
HOSPITAL   PATHOGENS   DESTROYED: 

•  Staphylococci   including   antibiotic 
resistant  strains  •  Streptococci 

•  Gram  Negative  bacteria  (coliforms 
Proteus,  Pseudomonas)   •  Tubercle 

bacillus 
KILLS  MOLDS  INCLUDING 

MILDEW  ORGANISMS 

Application-Discharge  spray  on  surface  from  a  distance  of  1-2  feet. 
Areas  are  covered  quickly  and  efficiently. 

For  use  in  operating  rooms,  bedrooms,  wards  and  other  hospital  sepsis- 
breeding  areas. 

On  Hard  Surfaces — floors,  walls,  tables,  carts  and  other  physical 

equipment. 

On  Soft  Surfaces — mattresses,  pillows,  blankets,  shoes,  clothing  and 

curtains. 
SBT-12  continues  to  act  against  air-borne  bacteria  on  treated  surfaces 
for  several  weeks  after  each  application. 


and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  on  hard  and  soft  surfaces  in  operating 
rooms,  bedrooms,  wards,  and  other  hospital  sepsis-breeding  areas,  (1)  would 
kill  staphylococci  on  contact  and  (2)  would  destroy  hospital  pathogens  such  as 
staphylococci,  streptococci,  gram  negative  bacteria  (coliforms  Proteus,  Pseu- 
domonas) and  the  Tubercle  bacillus  ;  whereas,  the  product  when  used  as  directed 
on  hard  and  soft  surfaces  in  operating  rooms,  bedrooms,  wards,  and  other  hos- 
pital sepsis-breeding  areas,  (1)  would  not  kill  staphylococci  on  contact  and  (2) 
would  not  destroy  hospital  pathogens  such  as  staphylococci,  streptococci,  gram 
negative  bacteria  (coliforms  Proteus,  Pseudomonas)  and  the  Tubercle  bacillus. 
It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "SBT-12  AN  ANTIMICROBIAL  AGENT 
FOR  TEXTILES"  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its 
labeling  bore  the  statements : 

"AN  ANTIMICROBIAL  AGENT  FOR  TEXTILES 
S  B  T  -  12 

Textiles  are  treated  with  SBT-12  added  to  the  final  rinse  of  the  laundry 
cycle. 

Treated     textiles     are     bacteriostatic     and/or     bactericidal     against 
staphylococci  found  in  moist  soils  or  body  fluids. 

SBT-12  is  effective  against  antibiotic-resistant  staphylococci. 

Textiles  treated  with  SBT-12  do  not  lose  activity  in  presence  of  blood. 
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Directions  for  use : 

Under  ordinary  wash  conditions  the  recommended  dose  range  of  SBT-12 

to  give  bacteriostatic  activity  is  : 

For  Ck)ttons:  4.5-8  fluid  ounces  SBT-12  per  100  pound  dry  load. 

For  blankets:  20-36  fluid  ounces  SBT-12  per  100  pound  dry  load. 

An  increased  concentration  rendei's  the  fabric  bactericidal. 


and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  render  textiles  bacteriostatic 
or  bactericidal ;  whereas,  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  render 
textiles  bacteriostatic  or  bactericidal. 

It  was  futher  alleged  that  the  product  "SBT-24  MULTI-PURPOSE  HOS- 
PITAL DISINFECTANT  CLEANSER"  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"MULTI-PURPOSE    HOSPITAL     DISINFECTANT    CLEANSER 
S  B  T  -  24 

KILLS   GRAM    POSITIVE    AND    GRAM   NEGATIVE 
BACTERIAL   PATHOGENS    SUCH   AS    STAPHYLOCOCCI, 
STREPTOCOCCI,    COLIFORMS,    PSEUDOMONAS, 
PROTEUS  AND  SALMONELLA  DESTROYS  MOST 
DERMATOPHYTES  AND  MILDEW  ORGANISMS 

FOR  ALL  HARD  SURFACES 

Floors,    Walls,    Tables,   Toilets,  SBT-24    kills    on    contact    and 

Mattresses,     Operating     Room  maintains  residual  activity. 

Equipment,  Waste  Receptacles, 

etc. 

To   disinfect  and  clean   in   one  SBT-24    cleans    and    disinfects 

operation  add  2  ounces  SBT-24  in  one  operation. 

per  gallon  of  water  and  apply 

with  sponge  or  mop. 

FOR  HOSPITAL  EQUIPMENT 

Instruments,  Catheters,  Rubber 
Sheeting,  Tubing,  Dressing 
Containers,  etc. 

Clean  and  then  immerse  ten  minutes 
in  solution  of  2  ounces  SBT-24  per 
gallon  of  water. 

For  Laundry  Use  To  apply  Bacteriostatic  Finish  to  Linens,  Blankets, 

etc. 
Use  6  ounces  SBT-24  per  hundred  pounds  dry  load.     Add  in  final  step 

of  wash  formula. 

*  *  *" 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  on  hard  and  soft  surfaces  and  in 
laundries,  (1)  would  act  as  a  disinfectant  and  (2)  would  kill  all  gram 
positive  and  gram  negative  bacterial  pathogens  such  as  staphylococci, 
streptococci,  conforms,  Pseudomonas,  Proteus,  and  Salmonella ;  whereas,  the 
product  when  used  as  directed  on  hard  and  soft  surfaces  and  in  laundries, 
(1)  would  not  act  as  a  disinfeetent  and  (2)  would  not  kill  all  gram  positive 
and  gram  negative  bacterial  pathogens  such  as  staphylococci,  streptococci, 
conforms,  Pseudomonas,  Proteus,  and  Salmonella. 

Lever  Brothers  Company,  Edgewater,  N.J.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  products 
and  requested  their  release  imder  bond  pursuant  to  the  act  and  consented  to 
the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  May  13,  1963,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  products  be  released  to  the  claimant 
under  such  bond  for  the  purpose  of  relabeling. 
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453.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "CHIPMAN  ROTENONE  5%  SPRAY 
POWDER"  and  "CUBOR  DUST  '100'."  U.S.  v.  78  four-pound  bags,  more 
or  less,  of  "CHIPMAN  ROTENONE  5%  SPRAY  POWDER"  and  4  fifty- 
pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "CUBOR  DUST  'lOOV  Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  500.  I.D. 
Nos.  41295,  41296.) 

An  examinatiou  of  the  product  "CHIPMAX  ROTENONE  5%  SPRAY  POW- 
DER" showed  that  its  label  failed  to  bear  adequate  directions  for  use  or  au 
adequate  warning  or  caution  statement.  An  examination  of  the  product  also 
showed  that  it  contained  4.33Vo  and  4.39%  respectively  of  rotenone,  instead  of 
5%  as  claimed,  and  it  was  also  found  to  contain  3.32%  and  3.30%  resi>ectively 
of  dichloro  diphenyl  trichloroethaue.  An  examination  of  the  product  "CIBOK 
DUST  '100'  "  showed  that  it  contained  0.73%  and  0.78%  respectively  of  rotenone 
instead  of  1%  of  rotenone  as  claimed.  The  product  was  also  found  to  contain 
0.9S%  aldrin.  The  product  was  misbranded  in  that  when  used  as  directed  or  iu 
accordance  with  commonly  recognized  practice,  it  would  be  injurious  to  living 
man  and  other  vertebrate  animals.  It  was  also  misbranded  in  that  its  labeling 
failed  to  bear  an  adequate  warning  or  caution  statement. 

On  January  14,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho, 
Southern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  78  four-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "CniP:\IAX  ROTENONE  5% 
SPRAY  POWDER"  and  4  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "CUBOR  DUST 
'100',"  at  Fruitland,  Idaho,  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons 
which  had  been  transiwrted  interstate  on  or  about  March  7.  March  30,  and  July 
30,  1962,  by  Chipman  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  from  Portland  Oregon,  iu  viola- 
tion of  the  act.  It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the 
meaning  of  the  act  in  that  their  labels  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  state- 
ment which  may  be  necessary  and,  if  complied  witli,  adequate  to  prevent  injury 
to  living  man  and  other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "CHIPMAN  ROTENONE  5%  SPRAY  POW- 
DER" was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore 
the  statement : 

'CHIPMAN 

ROTENONE  5% 

SPRAY  POWDER 

*  *   * 
ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS : 

Rotenone 5.  00%) 

Other  cube  resins 10.  (X)% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS 85.00% 

*  *   *'' 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  active  ingredients  consisting  of  5.00%  rotenone  and 
10.00%  "other  cube  resins ;"  wliereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained 
less  than  5.00%  rotenone  and  contained  an  additional  active  ingredient  not  set 
forth  in  the  ingredient  statement,  namelv,  dichloro  diphenvl  trichloroethane. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "CHIPMAN  ROTENONE  5%,  SPRAY 
POWDER"  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that:  (1)  its 
strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or  quality  as  expressed  on 
its  labeling,  and  (2)  another  substance,  namely  dichloro  diphenyl  trichloro- 
ethane, had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article. 

It  was  further  allege^l  that  the  product  "CHIPMAN  ROTENONE  T,%  SPRAY 
POWDER"  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did 
not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  ade- 
quate for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "CUBOR  DUST  '100'  "  was  misbranded  within 
the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

"CUBOR  DUST  '100' 

A  ROTENONE  DUST 
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ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS  : 

Rotenone 1.  0% 

Other  cube  resins 2.0% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS 97.0% 

*  *  *" 

aiul  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  imitlied  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  active  ingredients  consisting  of  1.<K)9^  rotenone  and 
2.00%  "other  cube  resins ;"  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained 
less  than  1.00%  rotenone  and  contained  an  additional  active  ingredient  not  set 
forth  in  the  ingredient  statement,  namely  aldrin. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "CUBOR  DUST  '100'  "  was  adulter- 
ated within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that:  (1  I  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below 
the  professed  standard  or  quality  as  expressed  on  its  lal)eling,  and  (2)  another 
substance,  namely  aldrin.  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "CUBOR  DUST  '100'  "  was  misbranded 
within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  or  in 
accordance  with  commonly  recognized  practice,  would  be  injurious  to  living  man 
or  other  vertebrate  animals. 

On  ^larch  S,  IOIk?.  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States  Marshal 
destroy  said  products. 

454.  Lack  of  registration  of  'TRITHION  8-E  EMULSIFIABLE  LIQUID," 
"DDT-25%-E"  and  "ETHION  4-E  EMUSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE;" 
misbranding  and  adulteration  of  '*DDT-25%-E ;"  and  lack  of  required  in- 
formation on  label  of  "ETHION  4-E  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE." 
U.S.  V.  166  thirteen-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "TRITHION  8-E 
EMULSIFIABLE  LIQUID,"  3  one-gallon  containers  and  one  five-gallon 
container,  more  or  less,  of  "DDT-25%-E,"  and  3  one-gallon  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "ETHION  4-E  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE." 
Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction  of  "DDT-25%- 
E"  and  release  of  "TRITHION  8-E  EMULSIFIABLE  LIQUID"  and 
"ETHION  4-E  EMUSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE"  to  Montgomery  Seed 
and  Supply  Company.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  507.  I.D.  Nos.  42913,  42914, 
42915.) 

The  produrts  "TRITHION  8-E  EMULSIFIABLE  LIQUID,"  '•DDT-2r>%-E" 
and  "ETHION  4-E  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE"  were  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  Tlie  product 
••DDT-2."i%-E"  was  misbranded  and  adulterated  in  that  it  was  represented  to 
contain  25%  dichloro-diphenyltrichloroethane,  whereas  upon  examination  it 
was  found  to  contain  17.07%  of  dichloro-diphenyl-trichloroethane :  and  it  was 
further  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product 
did  not  bear  adequate  directions  for  use.  The  labeling  ff)r  the  product  "EJrHION 
4-E  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE"  failed  to  bear  a  statement  of  the  net 
weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

On  February  4,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Alabama,  Northern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agrictil- 
ture.  filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  con- 
demnation and  confiscation  of  166  thirteen-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of 
"TRITHION  8-E  EMULSIFIABLE  LIQUID."  3-one-gallon  containers  and  one 
five-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "DDT-25%-E. '  and  3-one  gallon  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  of  "ETHION  4-E  EMULSIFIABLE  CONCENTRATE"  at 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  ix)isons  which 
had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  .luly  11,  and  August  2,  1962,  by  the 
Gulfstream  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  from  Miami,  Fla.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  requiretl  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "DDT-2o%-E"  was  misbranded  within  the 
meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 
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"INGREDIENTS  (by  weight) 

Dicliloro-diphenyl-trichloroethane    (DDT   setting  point  89°   c 

minimum 25.  0% 

Aromatic  Petroleum  derivatives 70.  0% 

Inert   5.  0% 


TOTAL 100.0% 


and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represente<l  that 
the  pi-oduct  contained  25%  dichloro-diphenyl-trichloroethane:  where,  in  truth 
and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  less  than  25%  dichloro-diphenyl-trichloro- 
ethane. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "DDT-25%-E"  was  misbranded 
within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  the  label  did  not  contain  directions  for 
use  which  are  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the 
public. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "DDT-25%-E"  was  adulterated  within 
the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed 
standard  or  quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling  in  that  it  contained  less  than 
25%  dichloro-diphenyl-trichloroethane. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "ETHION  4-E  EMULSIFIABLE 
CONCENTRATE"  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  in  that  the 
label  on  its  immediate  containers  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight 
or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

The  products  were  subsequently  registered  and  on  March  25,  1963,  a  motion 
was  filed  to  withdraw  the  order  of  March  18,  1963,  ordering  the  destruction 
of  the  products  and  entering  a  new  order  for  the  destruction  of  the  three 
one-gallon  containers  and  one  five-gallon  container,  more  or  less,  of  the  product 
"DDT-25%-E"  and  further  ordering  the  release  and  return  of  the  "TRITHION 
8-B  EMULSIFIABLE  LIQUID"  in  166  thirteen-ounce  containers  and  the  three 
one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  the  product  "ETHION  4-E  EMULSI- 
FIABLE CONCENTRATE"  to  Montgomery  Seed  and  Supply  Company. 

455.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "NEW  FLYCO  BRAND  FLY  SYRUP." 
U.S.  V.  476  eight-ounce  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  label  in  part, 
"NEW  FLYCO  BRAND  FLY  SYRUP."  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  513.     I.D.  No.  43115.) 

An  examination  of  the  product  "NEW  FLYCO  BRAND  FLY  SYRUP"  showed 
that  the  labeling  bore  statements  which  were  false  or  misleading  and  the  product 
was  represented  to  contain  0.5%  dimethyl  2,2-dicholorovinyl  phosphate  and  99.5% 
inert  ingredients.  However,  upon  examination  the  product  was  found  to  contain 
0.09%  dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate. 

On  January  14,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Vermont, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  476 
eight-ounce  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "NEW  FLYCO 
BRAND  FLY  SYRUP"  at  Burlington,  Vt,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  eco- 
nomic poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  April  3,  1961, 
by  Fly-Cord,  Inc.,  from  Savannah,  Ga.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

"NEW 

flyco  fly 

BRAND  syrup 

the  sweet  bait  that  flies  love ! 

DIRECTIONS 

Squeeze  out  thin  streams  or  ribbons  of  this  fly  syrup  on  vertical  or  hori- 
zontal surfaces.  The  syrup  will  stick  to  the  surface  to  which  it  is 
applied,  thus  minimizing  the  possibility  of  contaminating  areas  where 
the  use  of  poisons  should  be  avoided. 
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When  applying  the  fly  syrup,  choose  areas  where  houseflies  normally 
congregate,  such  as  windows,  sunny  areas  around  doors,  etc.     Use  in 
dairy  barns,  milk  rooms,  livestock  pens,  poultry  buildings,  mink  ranches, 
and  outdoors  around  restaurants,  loading  docks,  etc. 
Active  ingredients : 

Dimethyl  Dichlorovinyl  Phosphate 00.  5% 

Inert  Ingredients  : 99.  5% 


100.  % 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  0.5%  dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate  and  99.5% 
inert  ingredients  and  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  be  effec- 
tive against  flies ;  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  less 
than  0.5%  dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate  and  more  than  99.5%  inert 
ingredients,  and  the  product  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  be  effective 
against  flies. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or 
quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling  in  that  it  contained  less  than  0.5%  dimethyl 
2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate  and  more  than  99.5%  inert  ingredients. 

On  May  27,  1963,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered  and 
the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy  the  product. 

456.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  '*WHITMOYER  FLY-STIK."  U.S.  v. 
1,652  cartons,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "WHITMOYER 
FLY-STIK."  Consent  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruc- 
tion.    (I.F.  &  R.  No.  520.     I.D.  No.  42486.) 

An  examination  of  the  product  "WHITMOYER  FLY-STIK"  showed  that  the 
labeling  bore  statements  which  were  false  or  misleading  and  the  product  was 
represented  to  contain  0.25%  dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate  and  99.75% 
inert  ingredients.  However,  upon  examination,  two  of  four  containers  of  the 
product  were  found  to  contain  no  dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  pho.sphate  and  two 
others  were  found  to  contain  0.027%  and  0.059%  resiiectively  of  dimethyl  2,2- 
dichlorovinyl  phosphate.  The  deficiencies  were  such  that  the  product  would  not 
be  effective  for  the  control  of  flies,  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  intended. 

On  February  28,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Virginia,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  .seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  1,652  cartons,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  ixirt  "WHITMOYER  FLY- 
STIK"  at  Harrisonburg,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison 
which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  April  27,  and  May  18,  1962, 
by  Whitmoyer  Laboratories,  Inc.,  from  Myerstown,  Pa.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

(Carton  label) 

"*  *  *  Whitmoyer 
FLY-STIK 
ATTRACTS  AND  KILLS  FLIES 
JUST 
WET 
THE 

FLY-STIK  and  place  wherever  flies  congregate: 
*  *  * 

Active  ingredient  By  Wt. 

0,0-dimethyl-2, 
2-dichlorovinyl 
phosphate 0.25% 

inert   ingredients 99.  75% 

Contents  must  be  sold  to  one 
user  only.     Use  strictly  in  ac- 
cordance with  Directions 
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(Directions  card) 

Whitmoyer 

FLY-STIK 
ATTRACTS  FLIES  •  FLIES  FEED  AND  DIE 
KILLS  RESISTANT  &  NON-RESISTANT  FLIES 
Homes  •  Patios  •  Camps  •  Refuse   Areas 
Restaurants  •  Dairy  Bams  •  Stables 
Poultry  Houses  •  Feed  Rooms 
USE  WHEREVER  FLIES  ARE  A  PROBLEM 


Read  Entire  Label — Use  Strictly  in  Accordance  with  Directions 
IMPORTANT— To  Use:  Unwrap  Whitmoyer  FLY-STIK  and  dip  coni- 
l»lete  FLY-STIK  in  water.  Wet  AVhitmoyer  FLY-STIK  thoroughly  as 
this  causes  a  chemical  action  that  releases  ingredients  attractive  to  flies. 
The  more  flies  that  feed — the  more  attractive  the  FLY-STIK  becomes. 
Avoid  excess  wetting.  WHITMOYER  FLY-STIK  WILL  CONTINUE 
TO  ATTRACT  AND  KILL  FLIES  AS  LONG  AS  THE  FLY-STIK 
REMAINS  INTACT.     IT  SHOULD  LAST  ONE  COMPLETE  SEASON. 

A  NEW  SCIENTIFIC  DISCOVERY  WITH  PROVEN  EFFECTIVE- 
NESS Use  Whitmoyer  FLY-STIK  wherever  files  are  a  problem.  Flies  are 
attracted  to  W^hitmoyer  FLY-STIK  and  die  in  seconds  after  contact. 
Whitmoyer  FLY-STIK  continues  to  kill  flies  for  months.  (In  areas  of 
high  fly  population,  dead  flies  should  be  brushed  away  from  Whitmoyer 
FLY-STIK  as  necessary,  to  allow  the  live  flies  access  to  the  FLY-STIK). 
If  killing  action  slows  down,  wet  FLY-STIK  again  to  reactivate  kill- 
ing action. 

HOMES  AND  PATIOS:  Put  moistened  Whitmoyer  FLY-STIK  in  a 
small  dish.  Place  around  patio  or  pool,  refuse  area,  garbage  cans  or 
an.^"^vhere  flies  congregate,  out  of  reach  of  children  or  pet.s.  INSIDE: 
Use  one  Whitmoyer  FLY-STIK  in  a  small  room  or  two  FLY-STIKS  in 
an  average  size  room.  Flies  do  not  actually  have  to  eat  Whitmoyer 
FLY-STIK  .  .  .  they  die  as  soon  as  they  make  contact  with  the  FLY- 
STIK. 

RESTAURANTS.  DRIVE-INS,  ICE  CREAM  STANDS :  Place  around 
refuse  areas  or  where  flies  are  a  problem.  Use  one  FLY-STIK  i>er 
100  square  feet. 

DAIRY  BARNS,  STABLE,  POULTRY  FARMS.  DOG  KENNELS: 

Use  one  Whitmoyer  FLY-STICK  i>er  100  square  feet  of  surface  area, 
or  one  FLY-STIK  per  10  linear  feet  of  fence  or  wall.  Place  outside 
of  corral  areas  to  prevent  animals  from  molesting  FLY-STIK. 


WHITMOYER  FLY-STIK  CAN  BE  PLACED  ON  A  HORIZONTAL 
SURFACE  OR  HUNG  IN  A  VERTICAL  POSITION.  HOWEVER, 
BETTER  RESULTS  ARE  GENERALLY  OBTAINED  WHEN  THE 
FLY-STICK  IS  PLACED  CLOSE  TO.  OR  ON  THE  GROUND,  AS 
FLIES  NORMALLY  FEED  IN  THIS  AREA. 


and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  0.25%  dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate  and 
99.75%,  inert  ingredients,  and  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would 
be  effective  against  flies ;  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained 
le.ss  than  0.25%  dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate  and  more  than  09.75%  inert 
ingredients,  and  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  be  effective 
against  flies. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or 
quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling. 

On  March  11,  1963,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered  and 
the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy  the  product. 
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457.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "FARMRITE  PRODUCTS  ROSUL  DUST 
*1V'  U.S.  V.  75  five-pound  packages,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part,  "FARMRITE  PRODUCTS  ROSUL  DUST  '1'."  Consent  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  K.  No.  524.  I.  D.  No. 
42475. ) 

All  examiiiatlon  of  the  product  "FARMRITE  PRODUCTS  ROSUL  DUST  '1' 
showed  that  the  labeling  bore  statements  which  were  false  or  misleading  and 
the  product  was  represented  to  contain  1%  roteuoue  and  2%  other  cube  resins. 
However,  upon  examination,  the  product  was  found  to  contain  0.56%  roteuone 
and  1.31%  of  other  cube  resins.  The  deficiencies  were  such  that  the  product 
would  not  be  effective  for  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  intended. 

On  April  11,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  75  five-pound  packages,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part, 
"FARMRITE  PRODUCTS  ROSUL  DUST  '1'  "  at  Butler,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or 
about  June  19,  and  August  1,  1962,  by  Central  Chemical  Corporation,  from 
Hagerstown,  Md.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 


DIRECTIONS 

For  Dusting:  Apply  Rosul  Dust  '1'  to  crops  when  insects  first  appear, 
covering  all  plant  surfaces  thoroughly.  Repeat  applications  at  7  to  10 
days  intervals  as  long  as  protection  from  insects  is  needed.  On 
commercial  plantings  use  25  to  50  pounds  per  acre. 

For  Spraying:  To  use  as  a  spray  make  a  suspension  of  Rosul  Dust  '1' 
and  water  (one  pound  and  five  gallons).  Make  up  only  enough  for 
immediate  needs.  Wet  plants  thoroughly,  both  upper  and  under 
surfaces  of  the  leaves.     Repeat  as  often  as  necessary. 

The  pests  listed  below  are  a  few  of  the  many  affecting  vegetables  and 
flowers  that  may  be  controlled  with  Farmrite  Rosul  Dust  '1'. 

Vegetables  :  Asparagus — Asparagus  Beetles 

Beans — Mexican  Bean  Beetles,  Bean  Leaf  Beetle 

Cabbage,     cauliflower,     broccoli,     brussel     sprouts,     other 
crueifers — Cabbage  Worms,  Cabbage  Loopers 

Melons,  squash,  cucumbers,  other  cucurbits — Striped  and 
Siwtted  Cucumber  Beetle,  Melon  Worms 

Peas — Aphids* 

Strawberrie.s — Spittlebugs 

Gladiolus — Aphids* 

Roses — Flea  Beetles,  Rose  Slugs,  Aphids* 

Other  ornamental  plants — Aphids* 

Asters — Flea  Beetles,  Aphids* 

Chrysanthemum — Flea  Beetles,  Aphids* 

Dahlia — Flea  Beetle,  Aphids* 
*Xote :  Apply  more  heavily  if  Aphids  are  a  particular  problem. 


and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  representetl 
that  the  product  contained  1.00  percent  rotenone  and  2.00  i>ercent  other  cube 
resins,  and  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  be  effective  for  the 
control  of  the  insects  named  in  the  labeling  set  forth  above ;  whereas,  in  truth 
and  in  fact,  the  prcxluct  contained  less  than  1.00  percent  rotenone  and  less  than 
2.00  percent  other  cube  resins,  and  the  product  when  used  as  directed,  would  not 
be  effective  for  the  control  of  the  insects  named  in  the  labeling  set  forth  above. 
It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  l)elow  the  professed  standard  or 
qualit,v  as  expressetl  on  its  labeling. 
744-271 — G4 2 
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On  May  13,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

458.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "FUR  LIFE."    U.S.  v.  3,453  twelve- 

ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "FUR  LIFE." 
Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond  for  purpose  of 
relabeling.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  451.     I.D.  No.  41824.) 

The  product  "FUR  LIFE"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  and  an  examination  of  the  product  showed  that 
the  label  affixed  to  the  containers  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement. 

On  June  14,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  3,453  twelve-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part 
"FUR  LIFE,"  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  June  19,  1961,  by 
Old  Empire,  Inc.,  from  Newark,  N.  J.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act  in  that  its  label  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and 
percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  state- 
ment giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each 
and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

Fashion  Creation  Furs,  New  Y'ork,  N.Y..  claimed  ownership  of  the  product 
and  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  com- 
pliance with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree. 
On  August  6,  1962,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered 
that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  such  bond  for  the  purpose 
of  relabeling  it  with  the  registered  label. 

459.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "CATTLE  GRUB  POWDER,"    U.S.  v.  2 

fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "CATTLE 
GRUB  POWDER."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  de- 
struction.    (I.F.  &  R.  No.  527.     I.D.  No.  42764.) 

The  product  "CATTLE  GRUB  POWDER"  was  misbranded  in  that  its  labeling 
bore  statements  which  were  false  or  misleading.  An  examination  of  the  product 
showed  that  it  contained  3.65%  of  rotenone  instead  of  5%  rotenone  as  claimed 
and  contained  an  additional  active  ingredient  not  set  forth  in  the  ingredient 
statement,  namely  1.7%  of  dichloro  diphenyl  trichloroethane.  The  deficiency  of 
rotenone  was  such  that  the  product  would  be  ineffective  for  the  control  of  cattle 
grubs. 

On  April  24,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Texas,  Houston  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  2  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part, 
"CATTLE  GRUB  POAVDER,"  at  Houston,  Texas,  alleging  that  the  product  was 
an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  November 
14,  1962,  by  the  Thompson-Hayward  Chemical  Company,  from  Kansas  City, 
Kansas,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

"CATTLE 
GRUB   POWDER 

(WETTABLE) 
CONTAINS  FOR 

ROTENONE  CATTLE    GRUB   AND 

5%  LOUSE    CONTROL 

ACTIVE   INGREDIENTS: 

Rotenone 5.  0% 

Other  Cube  Resins 7.  5% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS 87.5% 

*  ♦  * 
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DOSAGE   TABLE 

Spraying — Mix  carefully  TY2  pounds  of  Cattle  Grub  Powder  into  100  gal- 
lons of  water  or  3%  pounds  in  50  gallons  of  water.  With  a  high  pres- 
sure sprayer  apply  this  liquid  to  the  cattle  as  they  pass  through  a  chute 
or  while  confined  in  small  pens.  Complete  coverage  is  recommended 
with  heavy  application  to  grub  holes. 

Washing — With  1  gallon  of  water  mix  %  (12  ounces)  of  Cattle  Grub 
Powder.  Sprinkle  along  middle  line  of  back  of  the  animal  by  use  of  a 
perforated  container  or  a  sprinkling  can.  Using  stiff  brush  work  liquid 
into  hair  and  down  to  the  skin  of  animal  particularly  over  infested 
ai-eas.  One  gallon  of  the  wash  liquid  normally  will  treat  10  to  14  mature 
animals. 

Dipping — Prepare  sufficient  liquid  dip  by  mixing  this  powder  in  the  pro- 
portion of  10  pounds  to  100  gallons  of  water.  Pass  cattle  through  this 
liquid,  keeping  their  backs  submerged  at  least  2  minutes. 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  active  ingredients  consisting  of  5.00%  rotenone  and 
10.00%  "other  cube  resins,"  and  that  the  product  when  used  as  directed,  would 
be  effective  against  cattle  grubs ;  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  con- 
tained less  than  5.00%  rotenone  and  contained  an  additional  active  ingredient 
not  set  forth  in  the  ingredient  statement,  namely  dichloro  diphenyl  trichloroeth- 
ane,  and  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  be  effective  against  cattle 
grubs. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that:  (1)  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard 
or  quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling,  and  (2)  another  substance,  namely 
dichloro  diphenyl  trichloroethane,  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article. 

On  July  25,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

460.  Misbranding  of  "VIKING  6000  WW  HUMIDIFIER"  and  "V-5  HUMIDI- 
FIER." U.S.  V.  15  containers,  more  or  less,  of  an  article  labeled  in  part, 
"VIKING  6000  WW  HUMIDIFIER"  and  299  containers,  more  or  less,  of 
an  article  labeled  in  part,  "V-5  HUMIDIFIER."  Consent  decree  releas- 
ing articles  to  claimant  for  the  purpose  of  removing  products  from  under 
the  act.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  523.     I.D.  No.  43501.) 

The  products  "VIKING  6000  WW  HUMIDIFIER"  and  "V-5  HUMIDIFIER" 
were  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  when  tested  they  were 
ineffective  for  the  purposes  claimed  for  them. 

On  April  4,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
15  containers,  more  or  less,  of  an  article  labeled  in  part,  "VIKING  6000 
WW  HUMIDIFIER"  and  299  containers,  more  or  less,  of  an  article  labeled  in 
part,  "V-5  HUMIDIFIER,"  at  South  Braintree,  Mass.,  and  alleging  that  the 
products  were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or 
about  September  20,  1962,  by  Viking  Air  Products,  Division  of  The  Lau  Blower 
Company,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  their  labeling  bore  the  statements : 
(Folder) 

"PROTECT 

YOUR 
FAMILY'S 
HEALTH 

THIS 
WINTER 

WITH 

POSITIVE 

HUMIDIFICATION 
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.  .  .  For  Greater  Health,  Comfort,  and  Property  Protection :  Add  a 
Viking  Humidifier  To  Your  Present  Heating  System* 

By  Adding  The  Proper  Amount  Of  Moisture  To  The  Air  In  Your 

Home,  You  Can : 

*  *  * 

2.  Kill  Germs. 
University  of  Chicago  re- 
searchers have  proved  that 
flu  germs  expelled  in  coughs 
and  sneezes  remain  virulent 
indefinitely  in  dry  air.     Add- 
ing moisture  vaiwr  makes 
the  air  increasingly  lethal  to 
germs,  until  almost  100%  die 
at  50%  relative  humidity, 
*  *  *" 

(Pamphlet)  "protect  your  health  and  household 

during  cold  weather  months  with 
POSITIVE  HUMIDIFICATION 
*  *  * 

Kills   Germs.     Medical   research   has 
proved  that  flu  germs  flourish  in  dry  air. 
By  introducing  50%  relative  humidity 
in  the  experiments,  almost  100%  of  the 
germs  were  destroyed. 
*  *  *>> 

(Newspaper  Tear  Sheet) 

".  .  .  Famous  VIKING 
HUMIDIFIER 

if     *     * 

Destroys  Winter  Germs 
*  *  * 

#V-6000  V-5 

and  such  statements  wei'e  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  devices,  when  used  as  directed,  would  destroy  almost  all  air-borne 
winter  germs  and  would  protect  family  health  ;  whereas,  the  devices,  when  used 
as  directed,  would  not  destroy  almost  all  air-borne  winter  germs  or  protect 
family  health. 

The  Lau  Blower  Company,  Dayton,  Ohio,  claimed  ownership  of  the  products 
and  requested  their  release  under  bond  pursuant  to  the  act  and  consented  to 
the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  June  11,  1963,  a  consent  decree  was 
entered  releasing  articles  to  claimant  for  the  purjiose  of  removing  products  from 
under  act,  and  it  was  ordered,  ad.iudged,  and  decreed  that,  said  accompanying 
folders  and  pamphlets  having  been  destroyed,  the  United  States  Marshal  for 
this  District  shall  release  said  articles  from  his  custody  to  the  custody  of  the 
claimant,  upon  payment  of  said  court  costs  and  fees. 

461.  Lack  of  registration  of  "SCHRADER'S  TERMITE  CONTROL."  U.S.  v.  22 
one-pound  fourteen-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled 
in  part,  "SCHRADER'S  TERMITE  CONTROL"  and  accompanying  label- 
ing consisting  of  46  folders,  more  or  less,  entitled  "WHAT  YOU  SHOULD 
KNOW  ABOUT  TERMITE  AND  FUNGUS  DAMAGE  AND  HOW  TO 
CONTROL  IT."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  de- 
struction.    (I.F.  &  R.  No.  530.     I.D.  No.  43320.) 

The  product  "SCHRADER'S  TERMITE  CONTROL"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  April  26.  19(>3,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Nevada, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
22  one-pound  fourteen-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part.  "SCHRADER'S  TERMITE  CONTROL"  at  Carson  City,  Nev.,  and  alleging 
that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  inter- 
state on  or  about  March  22,  1963.  by  the  Baker  &  Hamilton  Company,  from 
San  Francisco.  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 
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It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  wath  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  July  1,  1UG3,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product  and  accompanying  labeling. 

462.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "DeWITT'S  CREOSOTED  WOOD 

PRESERVATIVE."  U.S.  v.  143  one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of 
a  product  labeled  in  part  "DeWITT'S  CREOSOTED  WOOD  PRESERVA- 
TIVE." Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction. 
I.F.  &  R.  No.  528.     I.D.  No.  48428.) 

The  product  "DeWITT'S  CREOSOTED  WOOD  PRESERVATIVE"  was  not 

registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  liodenticide  Act. 
An  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  borne  by  the  product 
did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  April  22,  19(33,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
(^hio,  ^Vesteru  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
tiled  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  couhscation  of  143  one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled 
in  part  "DeWITT'S  CREOSOTED  WOOD  PRESERVATIVE,"  at  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate  on  or  about  January  24,  19t)3,  by  DeWitt  Products  Company, 
from  Detroit,  Mich.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  Act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of 
the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingi-edient  state- 
ment giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of 
each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

On  September  17,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

463.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of 

"BUG  DEATH  SATELLITES."  U.S.  v.  68  containers,  more  or  less,  of 
a  product  labeled  in  part  "BUG  DEATH  SATELLITES."  Default  decree 
of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  489.  I.D. 
No.  41587.) 

The  product  "BUG  DEATH  SATELLITES"  was  not  registered  under  the  Fed- 
eral Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  product 
showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a 
statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers  or  an 
ingredient  statement. 

On  October  22,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  St.  Joseph  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for 
condemnation  and  confiscation  of  68  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled 
in  part  "BUG  DEATH  SATELLITES"  at  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  and  alleging  that  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or 
about  June  26,  1961,  by  B  D  Products  Corporation,  from  Rialto,  Calif.,  in  viola- 
tion of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  w^as  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a 
statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  on  its  outside  containers  or  wrappers  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient, 
together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or, 
in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingre- 
dient together  wdth  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients, 
in  the  product. 
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On  December  14, 1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnatiorr 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

464.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of 

"CSCO  SPECIAL  ALGAE  CONTROL  TABLETS."  U.S.  v.  24  cartons, 
more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "CSCO  SPECIAL  ALGAE 
CONTROL  TABLETS."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and 
destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  531.      I.D.  No.  42964.) 

The  product  "CSCO  SPECIAL  ALGAE  CONTROL  TABLETS"  was  not  reg- 
istered under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An 
examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of 
the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the 
contents  of  the  containers,  or  an  ingredient  statement. 

On  May  10,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Florida,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filetl  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confi.scation  of  24  cartons,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "CSCO 
SPECIAL  ALGAE  CONTROL  TABLETS,"  at  Tami>a,  Fla.,  and  alleging  that 
the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate, 
on  or  about  February  13,  1961,  by  the  Chemical  Solvent  Company,  Inc.,  from 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a 
statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  per- 
centage of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  in- 
gredient statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with 
the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

This  case  was  transferred  to  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Middle 
District  of  Florida,  Tampa  Division,  since  the  articles  were  located  there  and 
on  November  22,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeitui-e  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  for  this  district 
was  ordered  to  destroy  the  product. 

465.  Lack  of  registration  of  "K9-K0P  DOG  REPELLENT."    U.S.  v.  266  twelve- 

ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "K9-K0P 
DOG  REPELLENT."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  53.5.     I.D.  Nos.  43525,  43575.) 

The  product  "K9-K0P  DOG  REPELLENT"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  May  29,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Connecticut, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  266 
twelve-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "K9-K0P 
DOG  REPELLENT,"  at  Fairfield,  Conn.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an 
economic  poison  which  had  been  tran.sported  interstate  on  or  about  February  27, 
1963,  by  Lynwood  Laboratories,  Inc.,  from  Norwood,  Mass.,  in  violation  of 
the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  July  10,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

466.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "GLASHINE  PURDY'S  CLEAR 

RINSE  DISINFECTANT."    U.S.  v.  27  three  and  one-half  pound  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "GLASHINE  PURDY'S 
CLEAR   RINSE   DISINFECTANT."    Default  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  533.     I.D.  No.  42093.) 
The  product  "GLASHINE  PURDY'S  CLEAR  RINSE  DISINFECTANT"  was 
not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act, 
and  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  bore  statements  which  were  false  or 
misleading. 
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On  May  13,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  27  three  and  one-half  pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  pi-oduct  labeled  in 
part,  "GLASHINE  PURDY'S  CLEAR  RINSE  DISINFECTANT,"  at  Chicago, 
111.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate  on  or  about  March  13,  1963,  by  Purdy  Products,  Inc.,  from 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"glashine 
PURDY'S 

CLEAR  RINSE 
DISINFECTANT 
The 
Barman's 
Choice 

*  *  * 

ODORLESS— TASTELESS 
DIRECTIONS 
Dissolve  half  an  ounce  (approx.  2  teaspoon- 
fuls)   of  Glashine  to  each  g'allon  of  water  in 
last  rinse  tank,  for  200  P. P.M.  strength. 
Before  sterilizing,  wash  glasses  in  Trophy 
First  Tank  Cleaner,  or  liquid  Drel,  to 
remove  grease,  lipstick  and  other  foreign 
matter.     Glasses  will  then  AIR  DRY  crys- 
tal clear  with  a  NO  STREAK— NO  SPOT 
lustre. 

Strength  of  Solutions 
100  P.P.M. — 1/4  oz.  (approx.  1  teaspoon) 

per  gallon  of  water. 

200  P.P.M. — ^  oz.  (approx.  2  teaspoons) 

per  gallon  of  water. 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  sterilize  or  disinfect  glasses ; 
whereas,  the  product  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  sterilize  or  disinfect 
glasses. 

On  .June  11,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forefiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

467.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "RIESEN  CHLORICIDE."  U.S. 
V.  22  two-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part, 
"RIESEN  CHLORICIDE."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture 
and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  532.     I.D.  No.  42094.) 

The  product  "RIESEN  CHLORICIDE"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide.  Fungicide,  and  Rodeuticide  Act  and  the  labels  affixed  to  the  con- 
tainers bore  .statements  which  were  false  or  misleading. 

On  May  13,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  22  two-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "RIESEN 
CHLORICIDE,"  at  Chicago,  111.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  February  12,  1963, 
by  Riesen  Chemical  Corporation,  from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 
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(Front  "Riesen 

Panel)  ^  ^  ^ 

CHLORICIDE 

*  *  * 
(Side 

Panel) 

We  always  recommend  washing 

before  disinfecting  as  a  clean  disinfectant  is 

more  effective. 

A  Gennicide  containing  chlorine 

Tasteless — Easy  on  the  Hands — Odorless 

Disinfects — Deodo  rides 

CHLORICIDE  is  used  as  an  aid  in  disinfecting  Glasses, 
Dishes,  Cooking  and  other  Utensils. 

*  *  * 

(Side  RIESEN  CHLORICIDE  GUARANTEE 

Panel) 

When  used  as  directed,  Chloricide  will  be  found  an 
efficient  germicide  or  disinfectant  and  is  guaranteed 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  Public  Health  Officials. 

The  combination  of  Easy  Work,  Clear  Glass  and  the 
perfect  germicide,  Chloricide,  is  the  hmg  awaited 
answer  for  washing  glassware.     First,  clean  the  glass- 
ware thoroughly  with  Clear  Glass  in  the  first  tank.     Then 
by  using  Chloricide  and  Clear  Glass  in  the  last  rinse 
tank,  you  will  have  clean,  spot-free  glassware  ;  or  use 
as  directed  by  Local  Public  Health  Officials. 

Dishes  can  be  washed  and  sterilized  the  same  way, 
and  they  too  will  be  dry,  spot  free  and  shiny. 

A  GERMICIDE  CONTAINING  CHLORINE 
Leaves  no  odor — Leaves  no  taste 

DIRECTIONS : 

2  level  teaspoonfuUs  of  Riesen  Chloricide 
equals  about  Vs  of  an  ounce. 

For  200  P.P.M.*  solution  use  %  ounce  for 
each  gallon  of  water  in  rinse  tank. 

Clean  glassware  and  then  rinse  thoroughly 
in  a  Chloricide  solution  of  200  P.P.M.* 

*P.P.M.  means  "Parts  of  available  chlorine  per 
million  parts  of  water." 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  was  a  sterilizer  and  a  perfect  germicide  and  that  the  product 
when  used  as  directed,  would  sterilize  or  disinfect  glasses,  glassware,  dishes, 
cooking  and  other  utensils  and  would  meet  the  requirements  of  Public  Health 
Officials ;  whereas,  the  product  was  not  a  sterilizer  or  a  perfect  germicide  and 
the  product  when  used  as  directed  would  not  sterilize  or  disinfect  glasses, 
glassware,  dishes,  cooking  and  other  utensils  and  would  not  meet  the  require- 
ments of  Public  Health  Officials. 

On  .lune  11,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy  the 
product. 

468.  Lack  of  registration  of  "SHOO-FLY  ROACH  AND  ANT  KILLER."  U.S. 
V.  236  fourteen-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part,  "SHOO-FLY  ROACH  AND  ANT  KILLER."  Default  decree  of  con- 
demnation, and  forfeiture  and  release  of  the  product  to  one  or  more 
public  or  charitable  institutions.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  .54.3.     I.D.  No.  43650.) 

The  product  "SHOO-FLY  ROACH  AND  ANT  KILLER"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 
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On  June  24,  1963,  tlie  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode  Island, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  236 
fourteen-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "SIIOO-FLY 
ROACH  AND  ANT  KILLER,"  at  Woonsocket,  R.I.,  and  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  May 
10,  1963,  by  Lynwood  Laboratories,  Inc.,  from  Norwood,  Mass.,  in  violation  of 
the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  August  8,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  authorized  to 
distribute  tlie  aforesaid  seized  property  to  one  or  more  public  or  charitable 
institutions  as  may  be  selected  by  the  United  States  Attorney,  who  can  give 
proper  assurance  of  its  legitimate  use. 

469.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "MILLER  KWIK-TOX  INSECT  DUST." 
U.S.  V.  156  three-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part 
"MILLER  KWIK-TOX  INSECT  DUST."  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture  and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  541.     I.D.  No.  43270.) 

The  product  "MILLER  KWIK-TOX  INSECT  DUST"  was  misbranded  in  that 
its  labeling  bore  statements  which  were  false  or  misleading.  The  product  was 
adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  a  statement 
that  the  product  contained  4%  malathion  and  96%  inert  ingredients ;  however, 
upon  examination,  the  product  was  found  to  contain  3.04%  and  3.07%  respec- 
tively of  malathion. 

On  June  18,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
West  Virginia,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  156  three-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part, 
"MILLER  KWIK-TOX  INSECT  DUST,"  at  Charles  Town,  W.  Va.,  and  alleging 
that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate 
on  or  about  June  15,  1962,  by  the  Miller  Chemical  &  Fertilizer  Corporation, 
from  Baltimore,  Md.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"ACTIVE  INGREDIENT: 

Malathion* 4% 

INERT   INGREDIENT: 96% 

*0,0-dimethyl  dithio  phosphate  of  diethyl  mercaptosuccinate. 

iii  i^  *>• 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  4%  malathion  and  96%  inert  ingredients ;  whereas, 
in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  less  than  4%  malathion  and  more 
than  96%  inert  ingredients. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or 
quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling. 

On  July  18,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

470.  Lack  of  registration  of  "GARY  FLEA  ANT)  TICK  BOMB,"  "GARY  IN- 
DOOR REPELLENT  FOR  DOGS  AND  CATS,"  and  "GARY  OUTDOOR 
DOG  REPELLENT  FOR  DOGS  AND  CATS,"  and  lack  of  registration  and 
misbranding  of  "GARY  PET  TRAINER  DELUXE  HOUSE  BREAKER." 
U.S.  v.  58  seven-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part,  "GARY  PET  TRAINER  DELUXE  HOUSE  BREAKER,"  56  seven- 
ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "GARY 
FLEA  &  TICK  BOMB,"  58  five-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  prod- 
uct labeled  in  part,  "GARY  INDOOR  REPELLENT  FOR  DOGS  AND 
CATS."  and  82  five-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled 
in  part,  "GARY  OUTDOOR  DOG  REPELLENT  FOR  DOGS  AND  CATS." 
Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction.  ( I.F.  &  R. 
No.  .536.     I.D.  Nos.  43931,  43932,  43933,  43934.) 
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The  products  "GARY  FLEA  AND  TICK  BOMB,"  "GARY  INDOOR  REPEL- 
LENT FOR  DOGS  AND  CATS,"  "GARY  OUTDOOR  DOG  REPELLENT  FOR 
DOGS  AND  CATS,"  and  "GARY  PET  TRAINER  DELUXE  HOUSE 
BREAKER"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  product  "GARY  PET  TRAINER 
DELUXE  HOUSE  BREAKER"  showed  that  the  label  on  the  container  of  the 
product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  June  3,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  58  seven-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "GARY 
PET  TRAINER  DELUXE  HOUSE  BREAKER,"  56  seven-ounce  containers,  more 
or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "GARY  FLEA  &  TICK  BOMB,"  58  five- 
ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "GARY  INDOOR 
REPELLENT  FOR  DOGS  AND  CATS,"  and  82  five-ounce  containers,  more  or 
less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "GARY  OUTDOOR  DOG  REPELLENT  FOR 
DOGS  AND  CATS,"  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  alleging  that  the  products  were 
economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  March  1, 
1963,  by  Aero-Packaging,  Inc.,  from  Camden,  N.J.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "GARY  PET  TRAINER  DELUXE  HOUSE 
BREAKER"  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did 
not  bear  in  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active 
ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the 
product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each 
active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

On  July  16,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  products. 

471.  Lack  of  registration  of  "R.  HI-POTENCY  ALGAECIDE."     U.S.  v.  322 

thirty-two  ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part 
"Rx  HI-POTENCY  ALGAECIDE."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture and  destruction.    i(I.F.  &  R.  No.  544.     I.D.  No.  27321.) 

The  product  "Rx  HI-POTENCY  ALGAECIDE"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  June  24,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Texas,  Houston  Division,  acting  upon  a  reiwrt  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  322  thirty-two  ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product 
labeled  in  part,  "Rx  HI-POTENCY  ALGAECIDE,"  at  Houston,  Texas,  and 
alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported 
interstate  on  or  about  May  14,  1963,  by  Chem  Lab  Products,  Inc.,  from  Downey, 
Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  November  15,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

472.  Lack  of  registration  of  'TPC  TILE  AND  PORCELAIN  CLEANER"  and 

"Rx  HI-POTENCY  ALGAECIDE."  U.S.  v.  33  twenty-four  ounce  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  *TPC  TILE  AND 
PORCELAIN  CLEANER,"  and  198  thirty-two  ounce  containers,  more  or 
less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "Rx  HI-POTENCY  ALGAECIDE." 
Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R. 
No.  549.     I.D.  Nos.  27322,  27323.) 

The  products.  "TPC  TILE  AND  PORCELAIN  CLEANER"  and  "Rx  HI- 
POTENCY  ALGAECIDE,"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  June  28,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona,  acting 
upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District 
Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  33  twenty-four 
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ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "TPC  TILE  AND 
PORCELAIN  CLEANER,"  and  198  thirty-two  ounce  containers,  more  or  less, 
of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "Rx  HI-POTENCY  ALGAECIDE,"  at  Phoenix,  Ariz., 
and  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported 
interstate  on  or  about  April  29  and  May  10,  1963,  by  Chem  Lab  Products,  Inc., 
from  Downey,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  September  30,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  products. 

473.  Lack  of  required  information  on  label,  misbranding  and  adulteration  of 
"E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  U.S.  v.  7  five-gallon 
cans,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND 
LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and 
and  destruction.    ((I.E.  &  R.  No.  562.    I.D.  No.  42161.) 

Upon  examination,  the  product  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY" 
was  found  to  be  misbranded  and  adulterated  in  that  another  substance,  namely 
parathion,  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article.  Further  examination 
of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  did  not  bear 
au  adequate  warning  or  caution  statement  and  it  was  misbranded  in  that 
the  product  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with  commonly  recognized 
practice  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  or  other  vertebrate  animals. 

On  August  30,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Indiana,  Indianapolis  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  filed  iu  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure 
for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  7  five-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  of  a 
product  labeled  in  part  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY"  at 
Plainfield,  Ind.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which 
had  been  transported  interstate  by  Stauffer  Chemical  Company  from  Bayonne, 
N.  J.,  on  or  about  April  2, 1963,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS : 

Di-n-butyl  Succinate** 0.  50% 

Pyrethrins 0.025% 

Piperonyl  Butoxide,  Tech'l*** 0.  25% 

Petroleum   Hydrocarbon 99.225% 


100.  000%" 

and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represented  that 
the  only  active  ingredients  in  the  product  were  those  set  forth  in  such  state- 
ment ;  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  an  additional  active 
ingredient,  namely  parathion. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  another  substance,  namely  parathion,  had  been  substituted  in 
part  for  the  article. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement  which  is 
necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man  and 
other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with 
commonly  recognized  practice,  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  or  other 
vertebrate  animals. 

On  October  21,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 
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474.  Lack  of  required  information  on  label,  misbranding  and  adulteration  of 
"E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  U.S.  v.  47  five-gallon 
cans,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND 
LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and 
destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  560.     I.D.  No.  42162.) 

Upon  examination,  the  product  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY" 
was  found  to  be  misbranded  and  adulterated  in  that  another  sulistanee,  namely 
parathion,  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article.  Further  examination 
of  the  product  showed  tlnit  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  did  not  bear 
an  adecpuite  warning  or  caution  statement,  and  it  was  misbranded  in  that  the 
product  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with  commonly  recognized 
practice  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  and  other  vertebrate  animals. 

On  August  30,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Indiana,  New  Albany  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure 
for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  47  five-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  of  a 
product  labeled  in  part  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY"'  at 
Butlerville,  Ind.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which 
had  been  transported  interstate  by  Stauffer  Chemical  Company,  from  Bayonne, 
N.J.,  on  or  about  April  2, 1963,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS : 

Di-n-butyl  Succinate** 0.  50% 

Pyrethrins   0.  025% 

Piperonyl  Butoxide,  Teeh'l*** 0.  25% 

Petroleum  Hydrocarbon 99.  225% 


100.  000%" 

and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represented  that 
the  only  active  ingredients  in  the  product  were  those  set  forth  in  such  statement ; 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  an  additional  active  in- 
gredient, namely  parathion. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulteratetl  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  another  substance,  namely  parathion,  had  been  substituted 
in  part  for  the  article. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement  which 
is  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man 
and  other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  product,  when  used  as  dii-eeted  or  in  accordance  with 
commonly  recognized  practice,  would  be  injurious  to  li\ing  man  and  other 
vertebrate  animals. 

On  October  211,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  deci-ee  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

475.  Lack  of  required  information  on  label,  misbranding  and  adulteration  of 
"E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  U.S.  v.  3  five-gallon 
cans,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND 
LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and 
destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  559.     I.D.  No.  42163. ) 

Upon  examination,  the  product  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY" 
was  found  to  be  misbranded  and  adulterated  in  that  other  substances,  namely 
parathion  and  dichloro  diphenyl  trichloroethane  had  been  substituted  in  part 
for  the  article.  Further  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels 
affixed  to  the  containers  did  not  bear  an  adequate  warning  or  caution  statement, 
and  it  was  misbranded  in  that  the  product  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accord- 
ance with  commonly  recognized  practice  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  and 
other  vertebrate  animals. 
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On  August  30,  19i!3,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Indiana,  Indianapolis  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for 
condemnation  and  confiscation  of  3  five-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  of  a  product 
labeled  in  part  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY"  at  New  Castle, 
Ind.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  ix)ison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate  by  Stauffer  Chemical  Company,  fi'om  Bayonue,  N.J.,  on  or 
about  April  2,  1963,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS: 

Di-n-butyl  Succinate** 0.  50% 

Pyrethrins  0.025% 

Piperonly  Butoxide,  Tech'l*** 0.25% 

Petroleum  Hydrocarbon 90.  225% 


100.000%" 

and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represented  that 
the  only  active  ingredients  in  the  product  were  those  set  forth  in  such  statement ; 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  additional  active  ingredi- 
ents, namely  parathion  and  dichloro  diphenyl  trichloroethane. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  other  substances,  namely  parathion  and  dichloro  diphenyl 
trichloroethane  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement  which 
is  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man  and 
other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with 
commonly  recognized  practice,  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  and  other  ver- 
tebrate animals. 

On  October  2,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

476.  Lack  of  required  information  on  label,  misbranding  and  adulteration  of 
"E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  U.S.  v.  18  five-gallon 
cans,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND 
LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and 
destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  561.     I.D.  No.  42164.) 

Upon  examination,  the  product  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY" 
was  found  to  be  misbranded  and  adulterated  in  that  another  substance,  namely 
parathion,  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article.  Further  examination  of 
the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  did  not  bear  an 
adequate  warning  or  caution  statement,  and  it  was  misbranded  in  that  the 
product  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with  commonly  recognized 
practice  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  and  other  vertebrate  animals. 

On  August  30,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Indiana,  Indianapolis  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  con- 
demnation and  confiscation  of  18  five-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  of  a  product 
labeled  in  part  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY"  at  Pendleton, 
Ind.  (Indiana  County),  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison 
which  had  been  transported  interstate  by  Stauffer  Chemical  Company  from 
Bayonne,  N.J.,  on  or  about  April  2, 1963,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 
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ACTIVE   INGREDIENTS: 

Di-n-butyl  Succinate** 0.  50% 

Pyrethrius 0.  025% 

Pipei-onyl  Butoxide,  Tech'l*** 0.25% 

Petroleum    Hydrocarbon 99.  225% 


100.  000%" 

and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represented  that 
the  only  active  ingredients  in  the  product  were  those  set  forth  in  such  statement ; 
whereas,  in  truth  aand  in  fact,  the  product  contained  an  additional  active  in- 
gredient, namely  parathion. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  another  substance,  namely  parathion,  had  been  substituted  in 
part  for  the  article. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement  which 
is  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man 
and  other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with  com- 
monly recognized  practice,  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  and  other  vertebrate 
animals. 

On  October  2,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

477.  Lack  of  required  information  on  label,  misbranding  and  adulteration  of 
"E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  U.S.  v.  6  five-gallon 
cans  (Batch  Codes  CO  32932,  CO  40121),  more  or  less,  of  a  product 
labeled  in  part,  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  De- 
fault decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No. 
556.     I.D.  No.  42165.) 

Upon  examination,  the  product  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY" 
was  found  to  be  misbranded  and  adulterated  in  that  another  substance,  namely 
parathion,  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article.  Further  examination 
of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  aflSxed  to  the  containers  did  not  bear  an 
adequate  warning  or  caution  statement,  and  it  was  misbranded  in  that  the 
product  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with  commonly  recognized  prac- 
tice would  be  injurious  to  living  man  and  other  vertebrate  animals. 

On  August  27,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Indiana,  South  Bend  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for 
condemnation  and  confiscation  of  6  five-gallon  cans  (Batch  Codes  CO  32932, 
CO  40121),  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND 
LIVESTOCK  SPRAY"  at  Logansport,  Ind.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was 
an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  by  Stauffer  Chemical 
Company,  from  Bayonne,  N.J.,  on  or  about  April  2,  1963,  in  violation  of  the  act. 
It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

"*  *  * 
ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS : 

Di-n-butyl  Succinate** 0.  50% 

Pyrethrins  0.  025% 

Piperonyl  Butoxide,  Tech'l  *** 0.  25% 

Petroleum  Hydrocarbon 99.  225% 


100.  000%" 


and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represented  that 
the  only  active  ingredients  in  the  product  were  those  set  forth  in  such  statement ; 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  an  additional  active  in- 
gredient, namely  parathion. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act  in  that  another  substance,  namely  parathion,  had  been  substituted  in  part 
for  the  article. 


451-485]  NOTICES    OF    JUDGMENT  389 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement  which  is 
necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man  and 
other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with 
commonly  recognized  practice,  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  and  other 
vertebrate  animals. 

On  October  0,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

478.  Lack  of  required  information  on  label,  misbranding  and  adulteration  of 
"E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  U.S.  v.  1  five-gallon  can 
(Batch  Code  CO  32932),  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY 
AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfei- 
ture and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  557.     I.D.  No.  42166.) 

Upon  examination,  the  product  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAT" 
was  found  to  be  misbranded  and  adulterated  in  that  another  substance,  namely 
parathion,  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article.  Further  examination 
of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  did  not  bear  an 
adequate  warning  or  caution  statement,  and  it  was  misbranded  in  that  the 
product  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with  commonly  recognized 
practice  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  and  other  vertebrate  animals. 

On  August  27,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Indiana,  South  Bend  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condem- 
nation and  confiscation  of  1  five-gallon  can  (Batch  Code  CO  32932),  of  a  product 
labeled  in  part  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY"  at  Michigan  City, 
Ind.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate  by  Stauffer  Chemical  Company,  from  Bayonne,  N.J.,  on 
or  about  April  2,  1963,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

II*  *  * 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS  : 

Di-n-butyl  Succinate** 0.  50% 

Pyrethrins  0.  025% 

Piperonyl  Butoxide,  Tech'l*** 0.25% 

Petroleum    Hydrocarbon 99.  225% 


100.  000%" 


and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represented  that 
the  only  active  ingredients  in  the  product  were  those  set  forth  in  such  statement ; 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  an  additional  active 
ingredient,  namely  parathion. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  another  substance,  namely  parathion,  had  been  substituted  in 
part  for  the  article. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement  which 
is  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man  and 
other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with 
commonly  recognized  practice,  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  and  other 
vertebrate  animals. 

On  October  9,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 
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479.  Lack  of  reau'red  information  on  label,  misbranding  and  adulteration  of 
"E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  U.S.  v.  61  one-gallon 
cans,  more  or  less,  32  five-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  and  3  thirty-gallon 
drums,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY 
AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture 
and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  554.     I.D.  Nos.  42172,  42174,  42175.) 

U))on  examination,  the  product  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK 
SPRAY"  was  found  to  be  misbranded  and  adulterated  in  that  another  sub- 
stance, namely  parathion,  had  been  substitvited  in  part  for  the  article.  Further 
examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  did 
not  bear  an  adequate  warning  or  caution  statement,  and  it  was  misbranded  in 
that  the  product  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with  commonly  recog- 
nized practice  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  and  other  vertebrate  animals. 
On  August  20,  19r>3,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Michigan,  Southern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condem- 
nation and  confiscation  of  fil  one-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  .32  five-gallon  cans, 
more  or  less,  and  3  thirty-gallon  drums,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part, 
"E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY"  at  Lansing,  Mich.,  and  alleging 
that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate 
b.v  Stauffer  Chemical  Company  from  Bayonne,  N..T.,  on  or  about  April  16  and 
May  8, 1!>63,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

I.*  *  * 
ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS: 

Di-n-butyl  Succinate** 0.  50% 

Pyrethrins   0.025% 

Piperonyl    Butoxide.    Tech'l*** 0.25% 

Petroleum  Hydrocarbon 99.  22o% 


100.  000%' 


and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represented  that 
the  only  active  ingredients  in  tlie  product  were  those  set  forth  in  such  state- 
ment :  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  an  additional  active 
ingredient,  namely  parathion. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  another  substance,  namely  parathion,  had  been  substituted  in 
part  for  the  article. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement  which  is 
necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to  living  man  and 
other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with 
commonly  recognized  practice,  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  and  other 
vertebrate  animals. 

On  October  10,  19(>3,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeitnre  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

480.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK 
SPRAY."  U.S.  V.  21  five-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY."  Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  555.  I.D.  No. 
42168.) 

T^pon  examination,  the  product  "E-Z-FLO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK 
SPRAY"  was  found  to  be  misbranded  and  adulterated  in  that  another  substance, 
namely  trithion.  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article.  The  product  was 
further  misbranded  in  that  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with 
commonly  recognized  practice  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  and  other 
vertebrate  animals. 
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On  August  22,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastei-n  District  of 
Kentucky,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  21  five-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part 
"E-Z-B^LO  DAIRY  AND  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY"  at  Lexington,  Ky.,  and  alleging 
that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transixjrted  interstate 
by  Stauffer  Chemical  Company  from  Bayonne,  N.J.,  on  or  about  May  14,  11163, 
in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbi-anded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS : 

Di-n-  butyl  Succinate** 0.  50% 

Pyrethrins  0.  025% 

Piperouyl  Butoxide,   Tech'l*** 0.  25% 

Petroleum    Hydrocarbons 99.  225% 


100.  000%" 

and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implied  or  represented 
that  the  only  only  active  ingredients  in  the  product  were  those  set  forth  in 
such  statement;  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  an  addi- 
tional active  ingredient,  namely  trithion. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  another  substance,  namely  trithion,  had  been  substituted  in  part 
for  the  article. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  pi'oduet,  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with 
connnonly  recognized  practice,  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  and  other 
vertebrate  animals. 

On  December  27.  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

481.  Lack  of  registration  of  "INDUSTRIAL  CONCENTRATED  INSECTICIDE 

STAINLESS,"  and  "SAFE  LIQUID  BOWL  CLEANER."  U.S.  v.  9  one- 
gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "INDUS- 
TRIAL CONCENTRATED  INSECTICIDE  STAINLESS"  and  40  one- 
quart  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "SAFE 
LIQUID  BOWL  CLEANER."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfei- 
ture and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  428.     I.D.  Nos.  41405-41407.) 

The  products  "INDUSTRIAL  CONCENTRATED  INSECTICIDE  STAIN- 
LESS," and  "SAFE  LIQUID  BOWL  CLEANER."  were  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  In.secticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  or  about  August  2.  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Oklahoma,  acting  uixjn  a  report  by  the  Secretaiy  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  9  one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part 
"INDUSTRIAL  CONCENTRATED  INSECTICIDE  STAINLESS"  and  40  one- 
quart  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "SAFE  LIQI'TD 
BOWL  CLEANER,"  at  Tulsa,  Olka.,  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic 
poi.sons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  abf)Ut  August  15,  1!>61,  l»y 
Industrial  Chemical  Laboratoi-y,  from  Omaha.  Nebr.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  September  10,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  pro<lucts. 

482.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "FERTAL-GRO  T-MULCH."    U.S. 

V.  319  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "FER- 
TAL-GRO T-MULCH."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and 
destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  5.51.     I.D.  No.  32810.) 

The  product  "FERTAL-GRO  T-MULCH"  was  not  registered  under  the  Fed- 
eral Insecticide,   Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  of  the 
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product  showed  that  the  labeling  on  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  July  25,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Georgia,  Atlanta  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  319  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part  "FERTAL-GRO  T-MULCH"  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transix>rted  interstate  on  or  about 
April  10,  1963,  by  Eastern  Dehydrating  Company,  from  Lexington,  N.C.,  in 
violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of 
the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  state- 
ment giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each 
and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

On  September  5,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

483.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "FARNAM  DIE-FLY  'SUGAR-BASE'  FLY 
KILLER.  U.S.  V.  81  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  and  15  five- 
pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "FARNAM 
DIE-FLY  'SUGAR-BASE'  FLY  KILLER."  Default  decree  of  condem- 
nation, forfeiture  and  destruction.     (I.E.  &  R.  No.  571.     I.D.  No.  42769.) 

The  product  "FARNAM  DIE-FLY  'SUGAR-BASE'  FLY  KILLER"  was  mis- 
branded  in  that  its  labeling  bore  statements  which  were  false  or  misleading.  The 
product  was  represented  to  contain  0.5%  dimethyl,  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate 
and  99.5%  inert  ingredients,  whereas  upon  examination  it  was  found  to  contain 
no  dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate.  The  deficiency  was  such  that  when 
used  as  directed,  the  product  would  not  be  effective  as  a  fly-killer. 

On  October  17,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Texas,  Galveston  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  81  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  and  15  five-pound 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "FARNAM  DIE-FLY 
•SUGAR-BASE'  FLY  KILLER"  at  Galveston,  Tex.,  and  alleging  that  the  prod- 
uct was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about 
October  19,  1962,  by  The  Farnam  Company,  from  Omaha,  Nebr.,  in  violation  of 
the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

"*  *  * 

FARNAM 

DIE-FLY 

3-WAY 

"Sugar-Base" 

FLY  KILLER 

(1)   Apply  it  as  a  "dry  bait."     Scatter  lightly  on  surfaces  where  flies 

gather,  or  (2)  Dissolve  it  in  water,  and  "paint  it  on,"  or  (3)  Dilute  with 

water,  and  "spray  it  on"  outside  surfaces.     Flies  are  attracted  to  it,  feast 

on  it,  then  die  within  minutes. 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENT 

0,0-dimethyl,   2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate 0.  5% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS 99.  5% 

TOTAL 100.0% 

*  «  * 

Directions  for  Use 
Farnam  DIE-FLY  kills  both  resistant  and  non-resistant  strains  of  House 
Flies.     Continues  to  attract  and  kill  flies  for  weeks  after  application 
when  used  as  a  dry  bait  or  when  dissolved  in  water  and  painted  on  as 
directed,  if  it  is  not  removed. 
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RECOMMENDED  for  control  of  flies  in  Dairy  Barns,  Calf  Pens,  Load- 
ing Sheds,  Stables,  Poultry  Houses,  Dog  Kennels  and  Animal  Hospitals. 
Also  to  reduce  fly  population  around  Dairy  Barns,  Feed  lots,  Stock 
Yards  or  Stables  .  .  .  Loading  Docks,  Garbage  Disposal  areas  or  Out- 
door Latrines  .  .  .  Open-Air  Theatres,  Drive-Ins,  Creameries  and  Ice 
Cream  Stands.  In  all  cases,  good  sanitation  is  essential.  Remove  all 
refuse  where  flies  breed  as  a  flrst  step  in  fly  control. 

AS  A  "BAIT"  .  .  .  Sprinkle  Farnam  Die-Fly  lightly  in  strips  on  floors, 
window  sills,  walks  and  other  horizontal  surfaces  in  buildings  where 
flies  gather.  Use  at  least  4  ounces  per  1000  sq.  ft.  IMPORTANT! — 
By  wetting  surfaces  before  scattering  Farnam  DIE-FLY,  moisture  dis- 
solves its  sugar  base.  It  then  dries  into  a  laquer-like  surface  that 
continues  to  attract  and  kill  flies  for  weeks  after  application  if  not 
removed.     Repeat  application  as  necessary. 

AS  A  "PAINT".  .  .  Dissolve  Farnam  Die-Fly  in  water,  and  paint  on 
surfaces  where  flies  gather.  Continues  to  attract  and  kill  flies  for  weeks 
after  application.  Use  only  enough  water  to  dissolve  it  and  bring  mix- 
ture to  lacquer-like  consistency.     Repeat  applications  as  necessary. 

AS  A  "SPRAY"  (For  outdoor  use)  .  ,  ,  Dilute  8  ounces  of  Farnam  Die- 
Fly  to  each  gallon  of  water  and  spray  surfaces  and  places  where  flies 
feed  and  congregate,  around  sewage  plants,  garbage  dumps,  garbage 
cans,  manure  piles,  feed  lots,  poultry  houses,  barns  and  out-buildings. 
Do  not  spray  in  dairy  barns  or  tightly  enclosed  spaces. 

OTHER  APPLICATIONS  ...  (1)  Where  suitable  surfaces  are  not 
available,  treat  sacks,  boards,  or  strips  of  cardboard,  placed  where  flies 
gather.  First,  wet  them.  Then,  apply  Farnam  DIE-FLY.  (2)  Apply 
liberally  as  a  dry  bait  to  manure  piles,  garbage  dumps,  and  other  fly 
breeding  places. 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  0.5%  dimethyl,  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate  and  99.5% 
inert  ingredients  and  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  be  effective 
as  a  fly-killer ;  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  less  than 
0.5%  dimethyl,  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate  and  more  than  99.5%  inert  ingredients 
and  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  be  effective  as  a  fly-killer. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or 
quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling. 

On  April  2,  1964,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

484.  Lack  of  registration  of  "QUICK  KILL  ALGAE  DESTROYER"  and  "NU- 
CLO  STABILIZER  &  ALGAECIDE,"  labeled  in  part,  "NU-CLO  TAB- 
LETS SWIMMING  POOL  WATER  CONDITIONER."  U.S.  v.  478  two- 
pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "QUICK 
KILL  ALGAE  DESTROYER"  and  212  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  prod- 
uct "NU-CLO  STABILIZER  &  ALGAECIDE,"  labeled  in  part,  "NU-CLO 
TABLETS  SWIMMING  POOL  WATER  CONDITIONER."  Consent  de- 
cree of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  5.52.  I.D. 
Nos.  43050,  43051.) 

The  products  "QUICK  KILL  ALGAE  DESTROYER"  and  "NU-CLO  STABIL- 
IZER &  ALGAECIDE,"  labeled  in  part,  "NU-CLO  TABLETS  SWIMMING  POOL 
WATER  CONDITIONER,"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  September  3,  1963,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Florida,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
478  two-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "QUICK 
KILL  ALGAE  DESTROYER"  and  212  containers,  more  or  less,  of  the  product 
"NU-CLO  STABILIZER  &  ALGAECIDE."  labeled  in  part,  "NU-CLO  TABLETS 
SWIMMING  POOL  WATER  CONDITIONER,"  at  Miami,  Fla.,  alleging  that  the 
products  were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or 
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about  April  7,  15,  and  26,  1963,  by  Alclen-Leeds,  Inc.,  from  Newark.  N.J..  in 
violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

Alden-Leeds.  Inc.,  Newark,  N.J.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  products,  requested 
their  release  under  bond  for  purpose  of  salvaging  the  chemical  components  and 
destroying  the  containers  of  said  products  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a 
condemnation  decree.  On  February  11,  1964,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was 
entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  products  be  released  to  the  claimant  under 
bond. 

485.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "MORGRO  ROTENONE  GARDEN 
DUST."  U.S.  V.  214  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product 
labeled  in  part  "MORGRO  ROTENONE  GARDEN  DUST."  Default  de- 
cree of  condemnation,  forfeiture  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  ."t.v]. 
I.D.  No.  42207.) 

Upon  examination  of  the  product  "MORGRO  ROTENONE  GARDEN  DUST" 
it  was  found  to  contain  less  than  1%  rotenone  as  claimed  on  its  label  and  con- 
tained an  additional  active  ingredient  not  set  forth  in  the  ingredient  state- 
ment, namely  chlordane  and  when  used  in  accordance  with  commonly  recognized 
practice  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  or  other  vertebrate  animals. 

<  >n  August  2,  1963.  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  211 
one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  pai-t  "MORGRO 
ROTENONE  GARDI{;n  DT'ST"  at  Denver,  Colo.,  and  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about 
February  6,  1962,  by  Wasatch  Chemical  Company,  from  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"MORGRO 

ROTENONE 

GARDEN   DUST 

INGREDIENTS:  Rotenone 1.0% 

Other  active  extractives 2.  0% 

Inert 97.  0% 

*  *  *•' 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  1.0  percent  rotenone  and  2.0  percent  "other  active 
extractives" ;  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  product  contained  less  than 
1.0  percent  rotenone  and  contained  an  additional  active  ingredient  not  set  forth 
in  the  ingredient  statement,  namely  chlordane. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adultered  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that:  (1)  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard 
or  quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling,  and  (2)  another  substance,  namely 
chlordane.  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  article. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with 
commonly  recognized  practice,  would  be  injurious  to  living  man  or  other 
vertebrate  animals. 

On  September  19,  1963,  no  claimant  having  apjieared,  a  decree  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered 
to  destroy  the  product. 
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